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The headline is a fair encapsulation of this# oped article by the. counsel and 


rather than a^ucid and impartial assessment of the actualities. Their attempt at self- 
justificatipn, which requires also an attempt to justfy what the Congress itself did and 
did not do, is obviously inspired by the court of appeals panel's finding for sZam&m 
Oliver North along stricly party lines, the GOP for him, the lone Democrat not°for him 
031 the issue of the grab ting of immunity by Congress denying him a fair trial. 

To enable the self -justification the authors misstate the actualities: "There were 
only two choices .under our Constitutional system: dispel the cloud over the White House 
or impeach the /resident." 

Under put Constitution Congress has neither the obligation nor the right to in- 
vestigate for the purposebf "dispel(ling) the cloud over the k *hite House." It did have the 
obligation of impeaching* the president but ti" lacked the courage and integrity, and this 
is what underlies all that went wrong after^ tfcat decision was reached. 

Without a word about what they did do|Jf on their tran/Contra committee, other than 
immunizing North and Ppindexter, these lawyers spy the only other alternatic was a criminal 
prosecution but such investigatipns "take pfce in secrecy and they take time." 

A 

There were many other alternatives available to the Congress and much of the work 
of their committee was in secret and remains secret, so that criticism of criminal in- 
vestigations, whether or not truthful, is not justified or fair. 

Wuite a few Congressional committees had jurisdiction and could have held hearings, 
but they abdicated in favor of the joint committee the decision on which eliminated wiras 
competition that could have brought to light what the joint committee dad not bring to light. 
Hud any u ember of either House sought to do tjjas his political survival was involved and 
apparently that was of more importance to all such Members .Each of the committees to which 
the Reaganites lied had jurisdiction, and this includes both on foreign relations and 
intelligence oversight. Consideration of impeachment would have been by the H ouse judiciary 
committee but for years there has been a cowardly avoidance of consideration of impeachment. 

The most obvious of the ignored alternatives was the conducting of a traditional 
Congressional in&festigation. ,J -‘his mean conducting a real investigation and that also the 
Congress clearly had decided against. 

^imon and Belnick pretend that the only investigatory possibility is the one they 
presided over. This is. to their knowledge , npt at all true. They pretend that their in- 
vestigation required that early on Nort& and Poindexter be called on to testify under a 
grant of immunity against prosecution for ali”about which they were asked to testify. 

Thdse are false pretenses. 4 traditional investigation would have begun with the 
building of a case within the accepted norms of congressional investigations and that wpuld 
not have been difficult, from what was within the public domain. Although White House re- 
sistance could have been anticipated the Congress has the right to subpoena the information 
i - ; requires. Vfhije Hopse refusal to honor subpoenaes would have forwarded rather than im- 
peded a real Congressional investigation. There was an enormous amount of relevant informa- 
tion readily available and it would' ksxd have made for a sensational investigation. The 
real Congressional problem with this is that it could have made a drive for impeachment 
tuird to resist and it would have required an expose of the CIA and others and of what has 
come to be called "the national security state." 

There were innumerable underlings the immunization of whom -would not have been any 
problem at all who were readily available to the committee only some of whom were called. 

It least for public testimony. (Others may have been questioned in private.) Like Fawn Hall. 

aside from what became known with the Hassenfus survival there was much that had been 
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public domain for quite some time, like reports of a fteagan/lran deal on the hostages taken 
Iran during the Carter presidency, a dead, under which Reagan did permit arms for Iran, 
Like the Reagan/CIA intrusion in ifefltin America, notoriously in Nicaragua. 

Aside from the^ef^ to be embarrassing Congressional involvements in fteaganite il- 
legalitiesjfor which the Congress had reason to be afraid^ there were other approaches that 
would at tne very least have been seriously embarrassing to the administration. A|V obvious 
and entirely ignored one is the Congressional determination to avoid the basic lie in 
Leese's press conference vice Reagan in which the White House made its first acknowledge- 
ment that maybe something was wrong. Meese deliberately staged a delaying action that 
made wholesale destruction of records more than possible - certain. He did this and/ then 
lied about it at that press conference. He said it would have been wrong for the FBI to 
investigate when there was po reason to believe that any law had been violated. Aside 
from the fact that it was a lie to say there was no reason to believe that any law was 
■violated, it was also a lie to say that any investigation by the FBI other than of a 
criminal law-violation inesvtigation would have been wrong. And the Congress knew this 
•very well. 

The FBI had both the right and the obligation to conduct other than law-violation 
investigations. Knowledge of its rights and obligations is not required for an under- 
standing of this. Casual examination of its public filing classifications makes this 
obvious. In addition, it is required to make presidential investigations. As J„ Edgar 
Hoover testified to the Warren Commission, it had no law-violation jurisdiction when 
JFE was assassinated, it made the monster investigation it did make as a presidential 
inquiry investigation and each and every one of its massive files that was disclosed, 
ox which i have about a quarter of a million pages without having anything like all 
cf them, is of a non-law violation investigation, of an investigation pursuant to a 
presidential request for the investigation. 

It simply is not possible that the attorney general did not know this so it is 
not possible that his basic and controlling lie was frpm ignorance. His lie, in fact, 
nade him a co-conspirator in the criminal acts of the Reagan administration. 

Had the Congress conducted a traditional investigation instead of a media event, 
and had it controlled its investigation in the traditional manner, rather than giving 
the Sullivan-type lawyers a field day, it -would have served the legitimate interests 
and obligations of the Congress as it did not do , would have laid a basis for necessary 
legislation, the basic justification for Congressional investigations, would have informed 
the people as it failed to do, but had it, it would have damaged individual ft embers who 
had personal involvements in the misdeeds, would have exposed its own failures and abdi- 
cations, and it might have made impeachment unavoidable. It just did not have the kidney 
fot this or the exposure of the spookeries like the CIA that would have been inevitable. 

i§ their knowing misrepresentation of the actualities and the alternatives, which 
should have been aparent to the Post's Outlook editors. Liman and H e lnick may have re- 
lieved themselves of some personal embarrassment but they also confess failure in event 
their own dishonest terms. They did not "dispel the cloud over the White House", which 
they postulate was the only alternative to impeachment. 

As with The Watergate, in which the Post limited its^ef to getting Nixon out of the 
white House, it limited its reporting to coincide with the self-imposed limitations of 
the joint Iran/Contra committee. Much that was relevant and was known to the Post was 
rot published by it. r this was true, to my knowledge, in its Watergate reporting. 

Today, alas, there is no whitewash to thin to cover official transgressions and 
the self-serving writings of the ^imons and Eelnicks tend to obscure still more. 



